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DETAILED ACTION 

Drawings 

1 . Figures 16 and 23 should be designated by a legend such as -Prior Art- 
because only that which is old is illustrated. As stated at page 19, line 20 and page 20, 
line 1 7 of the specification, these figures are described by the inventor to be 
conventional. See MPEP § 608.02(g). A proposed drawing correction or corrected 
drawings are required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the 
application. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Specification 

2. Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the 
disclosure. 

The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a single 
paragraph on a separate sheet within the range of 50 to 1 50 words . It is important that 
the abstract not exceed 1 50 words in length since the space provided for the abstract 
on the computer tape used by the printer is limited. The form and legal phraseology 
often used in patent claims, such as "means" and "said," should be avoided. The 
abstract should describe the disclosure sufficiently to assist readers in deciding whether 
there is a need for consulting the full patent text for details. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat information 
given in the title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, such as, "The 
disclosure concerns," "The disclosure defined by this invention," "The disclosure 
describes," etc. 

3. The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because a) the abstract is currently 
over 150 words and must be shortened (see above). Correction is required. See 
MPEP § 608.01(b). 

4. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: a) at page 2, 
line 8 "code" should be changed to -cord-. 
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Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

5. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

6. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply with 
the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. 
The specification discusses brushes to be alternatively carbon or alloy (the alloy brush 
is discussed to be copper alloy). Claim 8 indicates that the carbon brush is further 
limited as an alloy brush, however there is no enablement in the specification for such a 
combined brush. 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 
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2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

9. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yamamoto et al (4,846,643) in view of Rosenberg et al (3,973,097). 

Yamamoto et al teach a cotton candy making apparatus having a tray (Fig 1 , 
#26) that can freely be assembled to and disassembled from a main body (Fig 1 , #10), 
the cotton candy making apparatus having a main power supply switch (Fig 1 , #80) at 
an upper portion of the main body. 

Yamamoto et al fail to teach the switch adapted to be locked by being rotated in 
a predetermined direction while being depressed. 

Rosenberg et al teach a switch adapted to be locked by being rotated in a 
predetermined direction while being depressed (col 3, lines 57-68) for the purpose of 
preventing a device from accidentally being turned on. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the Applicant's invention to have modified the invention of Yamamoto et al with a switch 
adapted to be locked by being rotated in a predetermined direction while being 
depressed as taught by Rosenberg et al because it increases the safety of operation of 
a device. 

10. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sullivan 
(4,793,782) in view of Rosenberg et al (3,973,097). 

Sullivan teaches a cotton candy making apparatus having a tray (Fig 1 , #10) that 
can freely be assembled to and disassembled from a main body (Fig 1 , #12), the cotton 
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candy making apparatus having a main power supply switch (Fig 1 ) at an upper portion 
of the main body. 

Sullivan fails to teach the switch adapted to be locked by being rotated in a 
predetermined direction while being depressed. 

Rosenberg et al teach a switch adapted to be locked by being rotated in a 
predetermined direction while being depressed (col 3, lines 57-68) for the purpose of 
preventing a device from accidentally being turned on. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the Applicant's invention to have modified the invention of Sullivan with a switch 
adapted to be locked by being rotated in a predetermined direction while being 
depressed as taught by Rosenberg et al because it increases the safety of operation of 
a device. 

1 1 . Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hammon 
(5,766,643) in view of Rosenberg et al (3,973,097). 

Hammon teaches a cotton candy making apparatus (Fig 1 , #10) having a tray 
(Fig 1 , #14) that can freely be assembled to and disassembled from a main body (Fig 1 , 
#12), the cotton candy making apparatus having a main power supply switch (Fig 1) at 
an upper portion of the main body. 

Hammon fails to teach the switch adapted to be locked by being rotated in a 
predetermined direction while being depressed. 
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Rosenberg et al teach a switch adapted to be locked by being rotated in a 
predetermined direction while being depressed (col 3, lines 57-68) for the purpose of 
preventing a device from accidentally being turned on. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the Applicant's invention to have modified the invention of Hammon with a switch 
adapted to be locked by being rotated in a predetermined direction while being 
depressed as taught by Rosenberg et al because it increases the safety of operation of 
a device. 

12. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yamamoto et al (4,846,643) and Rosenberg et al (3,973,097) in view of Fukuda et al 
(5,156,082). 

Yamamoto et al and Rosenberg et al teach the apparatus as discussed above. 

Yamamoto et al fail to teach an auxiliary switch mechanism in which contacts are 
closed by properly attaching the tray to the main body, whereby power is designed not 
to be supplied by a main power supply switch unless the contacts of the auxiliary switch 
mechanism are closed. 

Fukuda et al teach an appliance having an auxiliary switch mechanism in which 
contacts are closed by properly attaching a tray (Fig 1 1 , #24) to a main body, whereby 
power is designed not to be supplied by a main power supply switch unless the contacts 
of the auxiliary switch mechanism are closed (col 5, line 48 - col 6, line 27) for the 
purpose of preventing operation of the appliance before the appliance is properly set up 
(col 1 , lines 5-57). 
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It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the Applicant's invention to have modified the invention of Yamamoto et al with an 
auxiliary switch mechanism in which contacts are closed by properly attaching a tray (or 
analogous appliance feature) to a main body, whereby power is designed not to be 
supplied by a main power supply switch unless the contacts of the auxiliary switch 
mechanism are closed as taught by Fukuda et al because it prevents improper 
operation of an appliance, possibly preventing harm. 

1 3. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Sullivan 
(4,793,782) and Rosenberg et al (3,973,097) in view of Fukuda et al (5,156,082). 

Sullivan and Rosenberg et al teach the apparatus as discussed above. 

Sullivan fails to teach an auxiliary switch mechanism in which contacts are closed 
by properly attaching the tray to the main body, whereby power is designed not to be 
supplied by a main power supply switch unless the contacts of the auxiliary switch 
mechanism are closed. 

Fukuda et al teach an appliance having an auxiliary switch mechanism in which 
contacts are closed by properly attaching a tray (Fig 1 1 , #24) to a main body, whereby 
power is designed not to be supplied by a main power supply switch unless the contacts 
of the auxiliary switch mechanism are closed (col 5, line 48 - col 6, line 27) for the 
purpose of preventing operation of the appliance before the appliance is properly set up 
(col 1, lines 5-57). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the Applicant's invention to have modified the invention of Sullivan with an auxiliary 
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switch mechanism in which contacts are closed by properly attaching a tray (or 
analogous appliance feature) to a main body, whereby power is designed not to be 
supplied by a main power supply switch unless the contacts of the auxiliary switch 
mechanism are closed as taught by Fukuda et al because it prevents improper 
operation of an appliance, possibly preventing harm. 

14. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hammon 
(5,766,643) and Rosenberg et al (3,973,097) in view of Fukuda et al (5,156,082). 

Hammon and Rosenberg et al teach the apparatus as discussed above. 

Hammon fails to teach an auxiliary switch mechanism in which contacts are 
closed by properly attaching the tray to the main body, whereby power is designed not 
to be supplied by a main power supply switch unless the contacts of the auxiliary switch 
mechanism are closed. 

Fukuda et al teach an appliance having an auxiliary switch mechanism in which 
contacts are closed by properly attaching a tray (Fig 1 1 , #24) to a main body, whereby 
power is designed not to be supplied by a main power supply switch unless the contacts 
of the auxiliary switch mechanism are closed (col 5, line 48 - col 6, line 27) for the 
purpose of preventing operation of the appliance before the appliance is properly set up 
(col 1 , lines 5-57). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the Applicant's invention to have modified the invention of Hammon with an auxiliary 
switch mechanism in which contacts are closed by properly attaching a tray (or 
analogous appliance feature) to a main body, whereby power is designed not to be 
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supplied by a main power supply switch unless the contacts of the auxiliary switch 
mechanism are closed as taught by Fukuda et al because it prevents improper 
operation of an appliance, possibly preventing harm. 
1 5. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yamamoto et al (4,846,643) and Rosenberg et al (3,973,097) in view of either Tsumita 
et al (4,842,502) or Wallace et al (3,232,244). 

Yamamoto et al and Rosenberg et al teach the apparatus as discussed above. 

Yamamoto et al fail to teach a threaded portion provided on a cover of the rotary 
pot which is adapted to be connected to a shaft, whereby the cover can be assembled 
to and disassembled from the rotary pot by being rotated. 

Tsumita et al teach a cotton candy machine having a cover (Fig 4, #15) having a 
threaded portion which is adapted to be connected to a shaft (Fig 1 , #6), whereby the 
cover can be assembled to and disassembled from the rotary pot by being rotated (col 
2, lines 13-43) for the purpose of constructing the cover to be non rotating (col 2, lines 
24-29). Wallace et al teach a cotton candy machine having a cover (Fig 1 , #41 ) having 
a threaded portion which is adapted to be connected to a shaft (Fig 2, #36) whereby the 
cover can be assembled to and disassembled from the rotary pot by being rotated (col 
2, lines 34-44) for the purpose of providing a safety feature to prevent inadvertent 
contact and burns. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the Applicant's invention to have modified the invention of Yamamoto et al with a cover 
having a threaded portion which is adapted to be connected to a shaft whereby the 
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cover can be assembled to and disassembled from the rotary pot by being rotated as 
taught by either Tsumita et al because it enables the cover to be stationary while other 
features of the machine rotate or Wallace et al because it is a safety feature to prevent 
inadvertent contact. 

16. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sullivan 
(4,793,782) and Rosenberg et al (3,973,097) in view of either Tsumita et al (4,842,502) 
or Wallace et al. (3,232,244). 

Sullivan and Rosenberg et al teach the apparatus as discussed above. 

Sullivan fails to teach a threaded portion provided on a cover of the rotary pot 
which is adapted to be connected to a shaft, whereby the cover can be assembled to 
and disassembled from the rotary pot by being rotated. 

Tsumita et al teach a cotton candy machine having a cover (Fig 4, #15) having a 
threaded portion which is adapted to be connected to a shaft (Fig 1 , #6), whereby the 
cover can be assembled to and disassembled from the rotary pot by being rotated (col 
2, lines 13-43) for the purpose of constructing the cover to be non rotating (col 2, lines 
24-29). Wallace et al teach a cotton candy machine having a cover (Fig 1, #41) having 
a threaded portion which is adapted to be connected to a shaft (Fig 2, #36) whereby the 
cover can be assembled to and disassembled from the rotary pot by being rotated (col 
2, lines 34-44) for the purpose of providing a safety feature to prevent inadvertent 
contact and burns. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the Applicant's invention to have modified the invention of Sullivan with a cover having a 
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threaded portion which is adapted to be connected to a shaft whereby the cover can be 
assembled to and disassembled from the rotary pot by being rotated as taught by either 
Tsumita et al because it enables the cover to be stationary while other features of the 
machine rotate or Wallace et al because it is a safety feature to prevent inadvertent 
contact. 

17. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hammon 
(5,766,643) and Rosenberg et al (3,973,097) in view of either Tsumita et al (4,842,502) 
or Wallace etal (3,232,244). 

Hammon and Rosenberg et al teach the apparatus as discussed above. 

Hammon fails to teach a threaded portion provided on a cover of the rotary pot 
which is adapted to be connected to a shaft, whereby the cover can be assembled to 
and disassembled from the rotary pot by being rotated. 

Tsumita et al teach a cotton candy machine having a cover (Fig 4, #15) having a 
threaded portion which is adapted to be connected to a shaft (Fig 1 , #6), whereby the 
cover can be assembled to and disassembled from the rotary pot by being rotated (col 
2, lines 13-43) for the purpose of constructing the cover to be non rotating (col 2, lines 
24-29). Wallace et al teach a cotton candy machine having a cover (Fig 1, #41) having 
a threaded portion which is adapted to be connected to a shaft (Fig 2, #36) whereby the 
cover can be assembled to and disassembled from the rotary pot by being rotated (col 
2, lines 34-44) for the purpose of providing a safety feature to prevent inadvertent 
contact and burns. 
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It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the Applicant's invention to have modified the invention of Hammon with a cover having 
a threaded portion which is adapted to be connected to a shaft whereby the cover can 
be assembled to and disassembled from the rotary pot by being rotated as taught by 
either Tsumita et al because it enables the cover to be stationary while other features of 
the machine rotate or Wallace et al because it is a safety feature to prevent inadvertent 
contact. 

18. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yamamoto et al (4,846,643) and Rosenberg et al (3,973,097) in view of Nimura 
(4,404,487). 

Yamamoto et al and Rosenberg et al teach the apparatus as discussed above. 
Yamamoto et al further teaches a heater (Fig 1 , #62) in the rotary pot. 

Yamamoto et al fail to teach brushes adapted to be biased with springs 
employed for brush devices for supplying electric current to a heater of a rotary pot by 
providing carbon brushes which are each biased in a slip ring direction with a spring 
within a brush holder. 

Nimura teaches a brushes (Fig 2, #7 and 7') adapted to be biased with springs 
(Fig 2, #1 1 and 11') for supplying electric current by providing carbon brushes (col 2, 
line 65) which are each biased in a slip ring direction (Fig 2, #3) with a spring (Fig 2, #1 1 
and 1 1 ') within a brush holder (Fig 2, #8) for the purpose of providing electric power (col 
1, lines 5-15) in a stable and environment without rattling or jolting while making good 
contact. 
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It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the Applicant's invention to have modified the invention of Yamamoto et al with a 
notoriously well known carbon brush, spring, slip ring, brush holder electric current 
supplying system as taught by Nimura because it enables stable supply of electric 
current when needed by an machine. 

19. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sullivan 
(4,793,782) and Rosenberg et al (3,973,097) in view of Nimura (4,404,487). 

Sullivan and. Rosenberg et al teach the apparatus as discussed above. Sullivan 
further teaches a heater (Fig 2, #25) in the rotary pot. 

Sullivan fails to teach brushes adapted to be biased with springs employed for 
brush devices for supplying electric current to a heater of a rotary pot by providing 
carbon brushes which are each biased in a slip ring direction with a spring within a 
brush holder. 

Nimura teaches a brushes (Fig 2, #7 and 7') adapted to be biased with springs 
(Fig 2, #1 1 and 11') for supplying electric current by providing carbon brushes (col 2, 
line 65) which are each biased in a slip ring direction (Fig 2, #3) with a spring (Fig 2, #1 1 
and 11') within a brush holder (Fig 2, #8) for the purpose of providing electric power (col 
1 , lines 5-15) in a stable and environment without rattling or jolting while making good 
contact. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the Applicant's invention to have modified the invention of Sullivan with a notoriously 
well known carbon brush, spring, slip ring, brush holder electric current supplying 
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system as taught by Nimura because it enables stable supply of electric current when 
needed by an machine. 

20. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hammon 
(5,766,643) and Rosenberg et al (3,973,097) in view of Nimura (4,404,487). 

Hammon and Rosenberg et al teach the apparatus as discussed above. 
Hammon further teaches a heater (Fig 3, #36) in the rotary pot, the heater being 
electrically supplied with crushes for sliding engagement with slip rings (col 4, lines 32- 
40). 

Hammon fails to teach the brushes adapted to be biased with springs employed 
by providing carbon brushes which are each biased in a slip ring direction with a spring 
within a brush holder. 

Nimura teaches a brushes (Fig 2, #7 and 7') adapted to be biased with springs 
(Fig 2, #1 1 and 11') for supplying electric current by providing carbon brushes (col 2, 
line 65) which are each biased in a slip ring direction (Fig 2, #3) with a spring (Fig 2, #1 1 
and 11) within a brush holder (Fig 2, #8) for the purpose of providing electric power (col 
1 , lines 5-15) in a stable and environment without rattling or jolting while making good 
contact. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the Applicant's invention to have modified the invention of Hammon with a notoriously 
well known carbon brush, spring, slip ring, brush holder electric current supplying 
system as taught by Nimura because it enables stable supply of electric current when 
needed by an machine. 
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21 . Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yamamoto et al (4,846,643), Rosenberg et al (3,973,097) and Nimura (4,404,487) in 
view of Mukai et al (5,744,892). 

Yamamoto et al, Rosenberg et al and Nimura teach the apparatus as discussed 

above. 

Yamamoto et al fail to the brushes being alloy. 

Mukai et al teach a brush and slip ring arrangement wherein the brush is made of 
a copper alloy (col 4, lines 62-64) for the purpose of making the brush light in weight 
(col 2, lines 50-57). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the Applicant's invention to have modified the invention of Yamamoto et al with an alloy 
brush as taught by Mukai et al because it enables a lighter weight brush to be used. 

22. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sullivan 
(4,793,782), Rosenberg et al (3,973,097) and Nimura (4,404,487) in view of Mukai et al 
(5,744,892). 

Sullivan, Rosenberg et al and Nimura teach the apparatus as discussed above, 
Sullivan fails to teach the brushes being alloy. 

Mukai et al teach a brush and slip ring arrangement wherein the brush is made of 
a copper alloy (col 4, lines 62-64) for the purpose of making the brush light in weight 
(col 2, lines 50-57). 
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It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the Applicant's invention to have modified the invention of Sullivan with an alloy brush 
as taught by Mukai et al because it enables a lighter weight brush to be used. 

23. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Hammon 
(5,766,643), Rosenberg et al (3,973,097) and Nimura (4,404,487) in view of Mukai et al 
(5,744,892). 

Hammon, Rosenberg et al and Mukai et al teach the apparatus as discussed 

above. 

Hammon fails to teach the brushes being alloy. 

Mukai et al teach a brush and slip ring arrangement wherein the brush is made of 
a copper alloy (col 4, lines 62-64) for the purpose of making the brush light in weight 
(col 2, lines 50-57). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the Applicant's invention to have modified the invention of Hammon with an alloy brush 
as taught by Mukai et al because it enables a lighter weight brush to be used. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

24. Claims 3-5 objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

25. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: the prior art of record fails to teach or suggest a tray for a cotton candy making 
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apparatus being translucent, wherein a light emitting portion is provided in the main 
body of the apparatus for illuminating cotton candy made in the interior of the tray. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joseph S. Del Sole whose telephone number is (703) 
308-6295. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 8:30 
A.M. to 5:00 P.M. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner s 
supervisor, Ms. Wanda Walker, can be reached at (703) 308-0457. The official fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
(703) 872-931 0 for non-after finals and (703) 872-931 1 for after finals. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308- 
0661. 



Correspondence 



J.S.D. 

July 22, 2003 




